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Basis of the report 
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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
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Priority 
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applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects In the International application 

Certain observations on the international application 
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International Bureau under Rule 66.1b/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to 
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months from the date of mailing of Form PCT/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

« 

1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing ' 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filingyfurnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/br table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished.. 

4. Additional comments: 
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1. Statement 
Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 

Industrial applicability (IA) 



Yes: 


Claims 


1-10 


No: 


Claims 


11,12 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-10 


No: 


Claims 


11,12 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-12 


No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V. 



1 



Reference is made to the following document: 

D1 : US 6 618 330 B1 (KAWASAKI GORO ET AL) 9 September 2003 (2003-09-09) 



2 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 

2.1 Article 6 PCT 

Claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT in that the matter for which 
protection is sought is not clearly defined. The claim attempts to define the subject- 
matter in terms of the result to be achieved, which merely amounts to a statement of 
the underlying problem, without providing the technical features necessary for 
achieving this result. 

The above is true because of the following reasons: 

The expression in claim 1 "with the use of a sloping side wall of at least one turn of 
said coil" solves the problem of how to create an aperture in the oxide encapsulating 
the coil with turns having sloped wall whereas in the description this is achieved by 
the parts (2a) of the oxide above the sloped walls and the sloped walls are not 
affected by the etching. 

2.2 Document D1 , which is considered to represent the most relevant state of the art, 
discloses (the references in parentheses applying to this document): 

a method of manufacturing a magneto-optical device (head), comprising the steps of 

(1) embedding at least one coil (30A) in an oxide layer (AI 2 Q 3 4a), 

(2) providing the oxide layer (4a) with at least one aperture (hole 63a in resist 

61 B), 

(3) selectively etching the aperture (hole 63a) in the oxide layer (4a). 

2.2.1 From this, the subject-matter of independent claim 1 differs in that: 

the sloping side wall of at least one turn of the coil and the part of the oxide above it 
(see 2.1 above) are used during the selective etching of the oxide. 

The subject-matter of claim 1 is therefore novel (Article 33(2) PCT) 
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2.2.2 The problem to be solved by the present invention may be regarded as: 
how to etch the aperture faster and cheaper. 

The solution to this problem proposed in claim 1 of the present application is 
considered as involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the following 
reasons: 

there is no indication in the prior art that theabove problem can be solved by the fact 
that the sloping side wall and the part of the oxide above it provide a slower etching 
speed than in the other parts of the oxide layer and act as etch barrier when etching 
the aperture in the other parts. 

2.3 Claims 2-1 0 are dependent on claim 1 and as such also meet the requirements of the 
PCT with respect to novelty and inventive step. 

3 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 11 

3.1 ARTICLE 6 EPC 

The application does not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT, because claim 1 1 is 
not clear since the expression "at least partially manufactured by the method" of any 
preceding claim implies that the device for which protection is sought is manufactured 
by using at least part of one of the method steps but not necessarily all of them. 

3.2 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of claim 1 1 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 
Document D1 discloses (the references in parentheses applying to this document): 
a magneto-optical head manufactured by steps (1) - (3) as defined in 2.2 above. 

DEPENDENT CLAIM 12 

Dependent claim 12 does not contain any features which, in combination with the 
features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in 
respect of novelty and/or inventive step (Article 33(2) and (3) PCT) because the head 
of D1 is used as a reading or writing head. 
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